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the transfer of its assets, including an accumulated surplus, to its 
successor is considered by the Supreme Court of Wisconsin in Huber 
v. Martin, 105 Northwestern Reporter, 1031, and held to be in conflict 
with the constitutional inhibition against laws imnairing the obliga- 
tion of contracts and in violation of the provisions of the federal con- 
stitution as to the equal protection of the laws and the deprivation of 
property without due process of law. 



Negligently Uttering Forged Note. — In Costello v. Bardnard, 76 
Northeastern Reporter, 599, the Supreme Court of Massachusetts 
holds that where a person executed with a general fraudulent intent 
what purported to be a note of a town, unlawfully signing thereto the 
names of persons holding offices of selectmen and treasurer, and 
thereafter negligently permitted the note to pass from his' control 
without any representation or misfeasance, he was not liable upon 
the note to a person who took it for value, believing it to be genuine. 



Liability of Owner of Passenger Elevator. — In Edwards v. Manu- 
facturers' Building Co., 61 Atlantic Reporter, 446, the Supreme Court 
of Rhode Island adheres to the New York doctrine enunciated in 
Griffen v. Manice, 59 Northeastern Reporter, 925, and holds that a 
landlord who maintains an elevator in his private building for the use 
of tenants and their employees and customers is not a common car- 
rier, and hence is not bound to the same degree of care required of 
a common carrier, but only to exercise reasonable care -for the safety 
of persons using the elevator. 



Alteration of Note — Interest Clause. — That the maker of a note un- 
derstood that it was to carry interest is held, in Merritt v. Dewey 
(111.) 2 L. R. A. (N. S.) 217, not to authorize the insertion of an in- 
terest clause without the maker's consent after the execution of the 
note. 



Custody of Children. — The right to the custody of a child in ac- 
cordance with a judgment in a habeas corpus proceeding is held, in 
Willis v. Willis (Ind.) 2 L. R A. (N. S.) 244, not affected by an ap- 
peal, although the statute provides that an appeal shall stay all fur- 
ther proceedings on the judgment. 



Directing Verdict — Constitutional Law. — The setting aside, by an 
appellate court, of a verdict for plaintiff, and directing a judgment for 
defendant for failure of evidence, are held, in Gunn v. Union R. Co. 
(R. I.) 2 L. R. A. (N. S.) 362, not to infringe the constitutional right 
to due process of law and trial by jury. 



Instructions — Request to Charge. — Error in refusing a request to 
charge is held in Dambmann v. Metropolitan Street R. Co. (N. Y.) 2 
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L. R. A. (N. S.) 309, not to be corrected by a subsequent charge to 
the same effect, where the court again expressly refuses to give the 
first instructions asked. 



Bail. — Money deposited as- bail to secure the release of another from 
custody in which he is illegally detained is held, in State ex rel. Grass 
v. White (Wash.) 2 L. R. A. 563, to be recoverable back, although 
the condition of the deposit is not complied with. 



Banks and Banking — Validity of Customs. — The custom of a bank 
to send paper received for collection to the bank on which it is drawn 
is held, in Farley Nat. Bank v. Pollak & Bernheimer .(Ala.) 2 L,. R. A. 
(N. S.) 194, to be void for unreasonableness. 



Banks and Banking — Insolvency. — Funds of an insolvent bank on 
deposit with a correspondent bank are held, in Clark v. Toronto Bank 
(Kan.) 2 L. R. A. (N. S.) 83, to pass to the receiver, rather than the 
holder of a draft issued before the appointment of the receiver, but 
not presented until after the drawee had notice of the receivership. 



Corporations — Ultra Vires — Accommodation Indorser. — One tak- 
ing, in payment of equipment furnished to a contractor for the con- 
struction of a street railway, notes made by and payable to the 
contractor itself, containing the indorsement of the company for 
which the maker is performing the work, was held, in J. G. Brill Co. 
v. Norton & T. Street R. Co. (Mass.) 2 L. R. A. (N. S.) 525, to be 
chargeable with knowledge that the indorsement was merely for ac- 
commodation, and therefore ultra vires. 



Municipal Corporations — Fire Limits — Wooden Buildings. — A 

building consisting of a wooden frame covered on the outside with 
sheets or corrugated iron, the interior, including the floor, ceiling, etc., 
being entirely of wood, was held, in Sylvania v. Hilton (Ga.) 2 L. R. 
A. (N. S) 483, not to meet the requirements of a municipal ordinance 
requiring buildings to be constructed of brick, stone, or other incom- 
bustible material, and covered with tin, or metallic, or fireproof 
roofing. 



Carriers of Passengers — Assaults. — The liability, or nonliability, of 
a carrier for an unprovoked assault by a third person upon a passen- 
ger is held, in Brown v. Chicago, R. I. & P. R. Co. (C. C. A. 8th C.) 
2 L. R. A. (N. S.) 105, to depend upon the question whether the em- 
Dloyees knew, or, by the exercise of proper care could have known, 
and guarded against, the threatened injury. 



Carriers of Passengers — Ejection. — A purchaser who, before pur- 
hasing a ticket, was informed by the agent that a certain train 



